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The current application of humanist methodologies to the histories of science and medicine has re-situated science as a cultural activity; "science as both practice and body of knowledge", argues Lynda Birke in Science and sensibility, "incorporates and epitomizes the values of the larger society" (p. 257). Feminism, though already strong in its criticism of the larger society, has turned more belatedly to science, precisely because science has seemed so predominantly a male preserve. This valuable collection of essays on such topics as women sanitary reformers, sexuality in the plant kingdom, hermaphroditism, biological determinism and military science demonstrates that there are numerous junctions between gender and scientific enquiry.
In her broad-ranging introduction, Marina Benjamin surveys the state of the art in feminist studies, distinguishing two focal points: first, the more obvious subject of "science's role in the licensing of gender stereotyping", and second, a more challenging problem not fully tackled by this book, that of the relationship between science and patriarchy at the fundamental level of epistemology (p. 14) . While divided into three sections-women practitioners of science, gender representation in science, and science and feminism-what these essays share is a theory that professional, positivistic science provided an "objective" foundation for the doctrine of "separate spheres" of activity for men and women. Some of the contributors, such as Birke and A. D. Morrison-Low, aim to provide a conspectus and aspire to full knowledge of their subject, however, most of these essays are very detailed case studies.
The historically specific and inter-disciplinary method of the case study is representative of the current state of feminist thinking which resists all tendencies to universalize. However, though claiming to avoid universals, much feminist theory is as attached to monumental dichotomics (like male/female, or nature/nurture) as was the doctrine of separate spheres. In his excellent essay on Jean-Martin Charcot's work on the seemingly oxymoronic "virile hysteria", Mark Micale argues that "we should guard against a tendency to fetishize the concept of difference/diffrrence at the expense of other analytic categories" (p. 214).
A collection like this is bound to be mixed in quality and range; the best, most testing essays here scrutinize particular case histories to expose the complexities of intersections between science and gender. Ornella Moscucci's study of hermaphroditism "as an attempt to reconcile the concept of sexual difference with the idea of human nature" (p. 
